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1. This paper studies the Kappa (k) value of high-frequency ground motion and its variation with subsurface anisotropy and the direction of energy propagation of seismic waves at the source.
2. The study uses 508 accelerograms from 141 earthquakes with moment magnitudes between Mw 3.3 to 7 and epicentral distances less than 100 km.
3. Results show that k values for horizontal components are larger than vertical components at surface stations, and that k values for S-wave are greater than P-wave.
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May be slightly imbalanced: The article presents the information in a generally reliable way, but there are minor points of consideration that could be explored further or claims that are not fully backed by appropriate evidence. Some perspectives may also be omitted, and you are encouraged to use the research topics section to explore the topic further.
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The article is generally reliable in terms of its research methodology, data collection, and analysis. The authors have used a large dataset of 508 accelerograms from 141 earthquakes with moment magnitudes between Mw 3.3 to 7 and epicentral distances less than 100 km, collected from 20 surface and borehole accelerometery stations of KiK-net strong-motion seismograph networks of Japan’s National Research Institute for Earth Science and Disaster (NIED). The results obtained from this dataset are presented in a clear manner, making it easy to understand the findings.
However, there are some potential biases in the article which should be noted. Firstly, the authors have not discussed any possible risks associated with their research or any counterarguments which could be raised against their findings. Secondly, they have not presented both sides equally; instead they have focused mainly on presenting their own findings without exploring other perspectives or evidence which could contradict them. Finally, there is a lack of detail regarding how exactly the data was collected and analysed; while this information is provided in general terms, more specific details would help to further strengthen the trustworthiness of the article's conclusions.
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· Earthquake accelerograms
· Moment magnitude
· Epicentral distance
· KiK-net strong-motion seismograph networks
· Risk assessment of research
· Counterarguments to research findings
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